








PRIORITIES - PARK SYSTEM

Priorities were established within the proposed
parks, both for individual locations and for the
systemasawhole. These priorities help to determine
which actions and costs should be taken on in the
immediate future, and which can be planned for as
the area grows in the coming decades.

System wide priorities include:

e Acquire of parks which have been identified
on privately-owned parcels in the currently
developed areas.

e Acquire of the Esmond Station Regional park
location.

e Work with developers and the State Land
Department to establish ways for the City to
acquire, through purchase or donation, those
park properties which have been designated
on State Trust Lands.

e Coordinate acquisition and development
of natural resources and trails parks with
the Eastern Pima county Trails Master Plan
Update.

e Acquire the “necklace” area in the southeast
portion of the study area. (See illustration
at right.)

Aerial photo of the remains of the Esmond Train Station

The “Necklace” connecting Esmond Station Regional Park (#1),
Mountain Vail Estates Community Park (#7), South Atterbury
Community Park (#12) and neighborhood parks using the
Esmond Station Greenway, South Fork Atterbury Greenway, and
the North Fork Atterbury Greenway.
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PRIORITIES - INDIVIDUAL PARKS

Each park was assigned a priority ranking based
upon the conditions associated with the property
(ownership, proximity to development, potential for
alternate use) as well as the overall development
pattern of the area. These priority suggestions
will help the system to be implemented over time
with maximum effectiveness preserving important
properties against development and establishing
connections before they are lost.

Priority 1: Highest priority for land acquisition

and park development.

e Parks sites which are currently privately
owned, undeveloped parcels.

e Park sites in the developed, underserved
portions of the study area, particularly
Ward 5.

e Park sites on state-trust land that are
already in planning by the Parks and
Recreation Department.

e Natural resource parks identified as
priorities in the Eastern Pima County Trails

Master Plan.
Priority 2: Priority for land acquisition in

advance of residential or commercial
development of the property and
properties already in public ownership.
These parks may be developed at a
later date.

e Community and neighborhood park
sites on state trust land where other
development is imminent within the next
5-10 years.

e Esmond Station regional park and the 3
metro park locations.

e Active recreation and natural resource
parks on parcels already in public
ownership.

e Natural resource parks within or adjacent
to proposed developments.

Active Recreation Parks to be
acquired and developed as residential
development expands.

Priority 3:

=

L e

r)

aleng}ia_

UOUIaAlY

-l i,

Proposed Parks in the western portion of the study area

e Active community and neighborhood
recreation parks of less than 40 acres
located in largely vacant areas where
development is not imminent within the
next 5-10 years.

e Natural resource parks on state trust
lands.

Costs

Projections were made for the costs of land acquisition
and development for each of the proposed parks. The
land costs were calculated based upon purchase of the
properties at fair market value, and may be reduced
through negotiation with owners and developers.
Development costs were broken down by the facilities
located in each park. The total cost for land acquisition
and capital improvement costs (CIP) for the 54 parks
in the study area was $562 million, including:

Land Costs  CIP Costs
e Esmond Station Regional Park $30 million $43 million
e 3 Metro Parks $115 million  $79 million
e 12 Community Parks $42 million $70 million
e 22 Neighborhood Parks $25 million $19 million
e 16 Natural Resource Parks $77 million $57 million




EXISTING AND PROPOSED PARK FACILITIES

= £ |3
3 'g = © © T:a ‘:-n
12| |8|2 |3 HEEIE IR A AT
2| & 2l = 3|E|=|ElE|E|2| 2|8l
= =} 7] = —_— O|lal|l® ] ] © (= [
2| s ez S |5|slelslelel2(2|82]8]8
S|l o |29 @ [2]8|c(S|o|glF(8|5|alE]=2
S| S2|8|12(25| 8 |5|8|8|5|3|5|E|2|elelsls
Name | Fla|la|2&] a [wa|la|F|a]of3]|a|wn|x[{o]|x|O
Existing Park Inventory
1 JAbraham Linclon Regional Park 190 Me [ 1| 2| 1.00 41 2 212] 6 1 4
2 |Alvernon Point Park 3 N 1 2
3 |Augie Acuna Los Ninos Neighborhood 8 N 1]1 0/1 1|11 2] 1
4 |Cienega Creek Natural Preserve 106 | NR
5 |Civano Recreation Facilities 7 N 112 1
6 |Desert Shadows Park 6 N 1
7 |Earp Wash Mini Park 0 N 1
8 |Escalante Park 5 N 1]1] 1.00| 1/0
9 [Fairyduster Park 0| Mi 1 1
10 |Fred Enke Golf Course 230 | Golf
12 |Golf Links Sports Complex 70 | Me 1 415 3
13 |Groves Park 16 C 2.00
14 |Hacienda del Oro Park 3 N 1 1 2
15 |James Thomas Park 9 N 1 2211 3
16 [Julian Ranch Park 1 Mi 1 2
17 |Julian Wash Linear Park 125| NR
18 |Kino Environmental Restoration Project 155| NR
19 |Lakeside Park 50 | Me 1 411 2 2| 6
20 |Merado Park 5 N 1 1 1
21 |Pantano River Park 0 | NR
22 |Pueblo Gardens 5 N 1 1/0 1 1
23 |Purple Heart Park 38| C 111 2/0 | 1 311
24 |Quincie Douglas Park 53 | Me 1 3/0| 1|2
25 |Rancho Valencia Neighborhood Park 0| Mi 1
26 |Sam Lena Recreation Center 9 N 1 2 31 2
27 |Santa Rita High School Park 31 S 0/2 | 2 10
28 |Sentinel Stone Park 2 N 1 3
29 |Sycamore Village Park 8 N 1 1]11 2 1| 2
30 |Thomas Jay Littletown Regional Park 11| N 1 1/0 | 1 2 1|1
31 |Tres Pueblos Park 4 N 1 1 3
32 |Utterback Middle School Park 0 S 4
33 |Vista del Prado Park 7 N 1 1/1
Existing Facilities Totals 5124|400 9/4 120|13|14|19| 2 (14( 40|12 |(1|O0| 4] O
Existing Park Proposed Facilites
1 |Abraham Linclon Regional Park 190 | Me 4
23 |[Purple Heart Park 38| ¢ 0/1 212
Existing Park Proposed Facilities Totals of|o 0 o/i|4|2]|2|0]J]0|jO0]j]O]|JO]j]O]j]O|O|O
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EXISTING AND PROPOSED PARK FACILITIES

Existing and Proposed Park Facilities
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Map # |Name (Acres) Type glglsgl s fala2l 3|88 [5| 81122818
Proposed Park Proposed Facilites
1 |Esmond Station 226 |Regional A 3 5.00 2/2 2 4 8 4 3 20 1] 4 1
2 |Valencia Alvernon 172 |Metro A 2 3.00 2/1 2 4 1 2 8 1 2 1
3 Civano Wash 191 [|Metro A 2 3.00 1/1 2 1 1 2 8 1 2 1
4 Interstate 179 |Metro A 2 2.00 2/2 0 4 1 2 8 1 2 1
5 |Thomas Jay Expansion 33 Community 1 1.00 1/0 1 0 1 4 1 1
6 La Estancia 32 Community 1 1.00 0/0 1 1 1 4 1 1 1
7 |Mountain Vail Estates 28 Community 1 0.50 2/0 0 0 1 6 1
8 [North Civano 26  |Community 1 0.50 0/2 | 0 0 1 4 111
9 |Rita/Old Vail 38 [Community A 1 0/0] 0 2 4 1 4 2|1
10 |[Rodeo Wash 39 Community 1 2/0 1 2 1 6 2 1
11 |lrvington Landfill 40 |Community 1 5.00 0/0 0 0 2 4 1 1
12 |South Atterbury 30 |Community A 1 2.00 0/0| O 2 1 4 1111
13 |Kolb 40 |Community 1 0.50 2/2 1 0] 1 1 3 211
14 |Pantano 40 |Community 1 3.00 20| O 0 1 2 8 2
15 |Melpomene 39 Community 1 1.00 0/2 0 2 1 4 2 1
16 |Davis Monthan 39 Community 1 0.50 1/2 1 0 2 4 2 1
55 |Augie Acuna Expansion 17 Community 1.00 2/0 2 1 4 1
17 |Alvernon south of Drexel 13 Neighborhood 1 1.00 3 1
18 |Valencia east of Nexus 10 Neighborhood 1 0.75 2 1
19 |lrvington Place 5 Neighborhood 1 0.75 2 1
20 |La Estancia 2 Neighborhood 1
21 |SE of Valencia and Houghton 12 Neighborhood 1 1.00 3 111
22 |West of Houghton on Atterbury
Wash 10 Neighborhood 1 0.50 2 1 1
23 |Valencia east of Houghton 11 Neighborhood 1 0.50 3 1
24 |North of Drexel on the Julian Wash 5 Neighborhood 1 0.50 2 1
25 |North of Irvington on Wingate 13 |Neighborhood 1| 0.50 1 2 1] 1
26 |East of Kolb, South of Voyager
Road 12 Neighborhood 1 0.50 1 2 1
27 |OnJulian Wash west of Wilmot 8 Neighborhood 1 0.50 2
28 |Tucson Blvd. and Drexel 8 Neighborhood 1 1.00 2 1
29 |East of Kolb, North of Old Vail
Connection 13 Neighborhood 1 0.75 1 2 1
30 |[South of UP Railroad west of
Freeman Road 13 Neighborhood 1 1.00 2 111
31 |On Pantano Wash 8 Neighborhood 1 0.25 2 1 1
32 |Escalante and Prudence 7 Neighborhood 1 0.75 2 1
33 |Esmond Station Road east of
future Rita Road 11 Neighborhood 1 0.75 2 1
34 |On Civano Wash north of Valencia 12 Neighborhood 1 0.75 3 1
35 |West of Melpomene, south of
Escalante 14  |Neighborhood 1 1 3
36 |On fork of Atterbury Wash north
of Mary Ann Cleveland 8 Neighborhood 1 0.50 3 1
37 |Benson Highway and Country Club 14 Neighborhood 1 0.25 1 3 1
38 |Bantam and Nebraska 1 0.50 1 2 1
Proposed Park Proposed Facilities Totals 6 | 43| 42.00 | 17/14| 12| 23| 8 | 0 [ 12| 30| 150 | 3 | 5| 44| 21




